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The operation of a motor vehicle upon the public highways is not a fundamental right, but only a privilege. ! Under its police 


power, the state may control generally the operation of motor vehicles upon a public highway.” State legislatures, by virtue of 
their inherent police powers and plenary jurisdiction over public ways, may enact reasonable regulations governing the conduct 


of the owners and drivers of vehicles operated thereon,” and calculated to promote care on the part of highway users," which 
regulations may extend to nonresidents as well as residents.” In regulating the use of public highways, the state has traditionally 


been afforded exceptionally broad discretion.° 


In the exercise of its power to regulate and control the public highways, a state legislature may prohibit the use on the highways 


of such vehicles as are dangerous to the general traveling public. ’ The legislature cannot, however, prevent citizens from using 
the public highways in the ordinary manner, and the fact that the vehicle used for the movement of persons or things along the 


highways is novel will not justify its exclusion.” 
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